
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- February 15,  1967 

Appeal No. 9110 Bernard Koteen e t  ux, a p p e l l a n t s .  

The Zoning Adminis t ra tor  of t h e  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appe l l ee .  

On motion duly  made, seconded and c a r r i e d  wi th  M r .  
Arthur  B. Hatton n o t  vo t ing ,  t h e  fol lowing Order was e n t e r e d  
a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on February 15 ,  1967. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER - J u l y  21, 1967 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appea l  f o r  va r i ance  from t h e  s i d e  yard requirements  
of t h e  R-1-A ~ i s t r i c t  t o  permit  a f r o n t  a d d i t i o n  f o r  enlargement 
of s tudy  and garage a t  2604 Ti lden  P lace ,  NW., P a r c e l  57/106, near  
square  2238, be gran ted .  

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

(1) The s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  i s  l o c a t e d  i n  an R-1-A D i s t r i c t .  

(2 )  The proper ty  has  a t r i a n g u l a r  shape wi th  t h e  apex of 
t h e  t r i a n g l e  s i t u a t e d  on a circle,  which i s  Ti lden  Place.  

(3 )  The Ti lden  Place f ron tage  i s  31 f e e t  and t h e  e a s t e r n  
l o t  l i n e  i s  190.05 f e e t ,  t h e  western l o t  l i n e  i s  112.30 f e e t  and 
t h e  southern  l o t  l i n e  i s  180.19 f e e t .  The l o t  con ta ins  an a r e a  
of 12,132 square  f e e t .  

( 4 )  The p rope r ty  i s  p r e s e n t l y  improved with  a s i n g l e  s t o r y  
detached dwel l ing.  

(5)  Appel lant  proposes t o  make an a d d i t i o n  t o  f r o n t  of t h e  
e x i s t i n g  house and an ex tens ion  t o  t h e  garage which w i l l  make 
t h e  garage s u f f i c i e n t  t o  house two automobiles.  

(6) The proper ty  does  no t  now have a conforming s i d e  yard 
under t h e  p r e s e n t  Zoning Regulat ions .  

(7 )  There was oppos i t i on  t o  t h e  g r a n t i n g  of t h i s  appeal  
r e g i s t e r e d  a t  t h e  p u b l i c  hear ing .  



OPINION:  

W e  a r e  of t h e  opinion t h a t  t h e  a p p e l l a n t  has  proved a 
hardsh ip  w i t h i n  t h e  meaning of t h e  va r i ance  c l a u s e  of t h e  Zoning 
Regula t ions ,  t h a t  r e f u s a l  t o  g r a n t  t h e  r e l i e f  reques ted  w i l l  
p revent  a reasonable  use  of t h e  p rope r ty  as zoned, and t h a t  t h e  
g r a n t i n g  of t h i s  appea l  w i l l  n o t  adve r se ly  a f f e c t  t h e  u se  of 
neighboring p rope r ty  no r  impai r  t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose and 
i n t e g r i t y  of t h e  zone p l an  as embodied i n  t h e  Zoning Regula t ions  
and Map. 


